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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement filed 30 August 2007 fails to comply with 37 CFR 
L98(a)(3) because it does not include a concise explanation of the relevance, as it is presently 
understood by the individual designated in 37 CFR 1 .56(c) most knowledgeable about the 
content of the information, of each patent listed that is not in the English language. It has been 
placed in the application file, but the information referred to therein has not been considered. 

The referenced pieces of prior art that are not in English are JP 62-284496 and 
JP 58-179892. 

It is noted that there are well over 200 references cited within this IDS. The Examiner 
has performed a cursory review of all the ones containing subject matter in English. If there are 
any references Applicants feel have particular relevance to the instant application, they should 
make note of the references and the relevance. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(4) because reference 
characters "Fig. 7" and "Figure 2" have both been used to designate the seventh page of the 
drawings. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 . 1 2 1 (d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted afl:er the filing date of 
an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
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be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(4) because 
reference characters "Fig. 8" and "Figure 1 " have both been used to designate the eighth page of 
the drawings. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any - amended replacement 
drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the 
sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing 
date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheef or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
apphcant will be notified and informed of any required con*ective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

The drawings are objected to because many of them are of generally poor quality 
especially the ones that appear to be screen captures. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing 
on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure 
or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing 
figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and 
where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the 
brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement 
sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet 
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submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not 
accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective 
action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

The use of the term "and/or" makes it unclear if one of the options or both are required in 
the system. The examiner has interpreted this limitation to read "or" when evaluating the claim 
on its merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-9, 11-17, 19-26, 27-29, 31, 35, 37, 39 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Bowman- Amuah (6,2895,382) in view of admitted prior art 
Martin (WO 93/18465). 
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As to claim 1, Bowman-Amuah shows: 
A jukebox system comprising: 

a central server including a master library of content to be accessed (transaction 

database; Column 49, lines 49-65); 
a plurality of local servers each being operably coupled to respective ones of said 

plurality of devices (replica database; Column 49, lines 49-65), and 
being in substantially close proximity to said respective ones of said plurality of 

devices (benefits described are those of having a server in substantially close 

proximity; Column 49, lines 60-65), 
said local servers containing content that is not resident on said devices (To allow 

collaboration, the document cannot be on a device ''without constant network 

attachment." Therefore, it must reside on the local server.; Column 50, lines 1-5) 
Bowman-Amuah does not expressly show: 

a plurality of jukebox devices in conmiunication with said central server, said 

jukebox devices providing access to said central server; and 

Martin shows a system in which a series of computer jukeboxes (Figure 1, 13) are 

^ A 

connected to a central server (Figure 1, 1 1) in order to acquire new musical recording data 

A 

(Abstract). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified the teachings of Bowman-Amuah to include the jukebox system of 
Martin, in order to create a jukebox system with better availability, better performance, and 
reduced network costs (Bowman-Amuah; Column 49, lines 60-65). 
As to claim 2, Bowman-Amuah further shows: 
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said local servers are periodically updated independently from said jukebox devices 
(Scheduled; Column 49, lines 59-60). 
As to claim 3, Bowman- Amuah further shows: 

said local servers are updated from the central server via the jukebox device (User 
initiated; Column 49, lines 59-60). 
As to claim 4, Bowman- Amuah further shows: 

content available at the local server substantially mirrors content available at the 
central server at a given point in time (Complete replication in real-time; Column 
49, lines 55-60). 
As to claim 5, Bowman-Amuah further shows: 

said local server is in communication with a plurality of remote devices (Users of 

mobile devices; Column 50, lines 1-3), 
said local server operating to selectively deliver content to said remote devices under 
control of the central server (Column 52, lines 17-39). 
As to claim 6, Bowman-Amuah further shows: 

a plurality of non-jukebox devices operably connected to said local server (Users of 

mobile devices; Column 50, lines 1-3), 
said local server operating as a local central hub for managing said plurality of non- 
jukebox devices (Column 52, lines 40-53). 
As to claim 7, Bowman-Amuah further shows: 

at least one non-jukebox device being operably connected to at least one local server 
(Users of mobile devices; Column 50, lines 1-3), 
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said local server operating to manage said non-jukebox device (Column 52, lines 40- 
53). 

As to claim 8, Bowman- Amuah further shows: 

the non-jukebox devices provide services in exchange for payment by a user (Usage 
is metered and charged according to preset rates; Colunm 305, lines 1-53). 
As to claim 9, Bowman- Amuah further shows: 

the non-jukebox device provides services in exchange for payment by a user (Usage 
is metered and charged according to preset rates; Column 305, lines 1-53). 
As to claim 11, Bowman-Amuah flirther shows 

said local server provides management services for equipment that is capable of 
downloading updated information (the mobile devices are managed, in part, by 
the local server and are capable of downloading updated information; Column 50, 
lines 1-5 and Column 52, lines 40-53). 
As to claim 12, Bowman-Amuah further shows: 

the local server is connected to its respective jukebox device via a dedicated high- 
speed communications connection. (Twisted pair, for example; Column 91, lines 
18-31) 

As to claim 13, Bowman-Amuah further shows: 

the dedicated high-speed communications connection is an Ethemet network. 
(Ethernet is 10 Base-T, with the T meaning twisted pair as sited for claim 12) 
As to claim 14, Bowman-Amuah further shows: 
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the dedicated high-speed communications connection operates at speeds at least as 
fast as an Ethernet network. (Ethernet is at least as fast as Ethernet, Fiber optic 
cable is faster; Column 91, lines 23 and 25) 
As to claim 15, Bowman- Amuah farther shows: 

said local server is updated via an update tool. (A tool is xmderstood to be a program; 
Column 49, lines 59-60) 
As to claim 16, Bowman-Amuah further shows: 

content resident on said central server and said jukebox devices are compressed 
(Column 61, line 60) and encrypted (Column 90, lines 25-37) according to a first 
encryption level. 
As to claim 17, Bowman-Amuah further shows 

content resident on said local servers is encrypted with a second layer of encryption. 
(The encryption is based on the transfer. In the current system, there is the central 
server, the local server, and the device. Therefore, the data is encrypted twice 
during the process. As currently described, the first is for the transfer between the 
central server and the device, where the second is between the device and the 
local server.) 
As to claim 19, Bowman-Amuah shows: 
A jukebox system comprising: 

a central server (transaction database; Column 49, lines 49-65); 
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a local server in communication with at least one of said plurality of devices, said 
local server being arranged to provide content to said device (replica database; 
Column 49, lines 49-65). 
Bowman- Amuah does not expressly show: 

a plurality of jukebox devices in communication with said central server for receiving 
content and updates from said central server; 
Martin shows a system in which a series of computer jukeboxes (Figure 1,13) are 
connected to a central server (Figure 1, 1 1) in order to acquire new musical recording data 
(Abstract). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified the teachings of Bowman- Amuah to include the jukebox system of 
Martin, in order to create a jukebox system with better availability, better performance, and 
reduced network costs (Bowman-Amuah; Column 49, lines 60-65). 
As to claim 20, Bowman-Amuah further shows: 

said local server is located in substantially close proximity to said jukebox device 
(benefits described are those of having a server in substantially close proximity; 
Column 49, lines 60-65) and 
is connected to said jukebox device via a high-speed communication link (Twisted 
pair, for example; Column 91, lines 18-31) 
As to claim 21, Martin, in the above referenced combination, shows: 

said content provided by said local server to said jukebox device is based on 

selections made by a user operating the jukebox device (Selection keys, Figure 1, 
123; Page 9, lines 34-35). 
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As to claim 22, Bowman-Amuah further shows: 

the local server is periodically updated. (Scheduled; Column 49, lines 59-60) 
As to claim 23, Bowman-Amuah further shows: 

the content of the local server substantially mirrors the content of the central server at 
a given point in time. (Complete replication in real-time; Column 49, lines 55-60) 
As to claim 24, Bowman-Amuah further shows: 

content resident on said central server and said jukebox devices are compressed 

(Column 61, line 60) and encrypted (Column 90, lines 25-37) according to a first 
encryption level. 
As to claim 25, Bowman-Amuah further shows: 

content resident on said local servers is encrypted with a second layer of encryption. 
(The encryption is based on the transfer. In the current system, there is the central 
server, the local server, and the device. Therefore, the data is encrypted twice 
during the process. As currently described, the first is for the transfer between the 
central server and the device, where the second is between the device and the 
local server.; Column 90, lines 25-37) 
As to claim 27, Bowman-Amuah shows: 

A method of operating a jukebox system comprising: 

providing a plurality of services and content at a central repository (transaction 

database; Colimm 49, lines 49-65); 
connecting a local server to at least one of said plurality of devices (replica database; 

Column 49, lines 49-65), 
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said local server being in substantially close proximity to said jukebox device to 
which it is connected (benefits described are those of having a server in 
substantially close proximity; Column 49, lines 60-65); 

providing access to content stored on the local server to a user via the device (To 
allow collaboration, the document cannot be on a device "without constant 
network attachment." Therefore, it must reside on the local server.; Column 50, 
lines 1-5); 

downloading a user selection from the local server to the device automatically or 
based on user action (Column 50, lines 1-5); 
Bowman- Amuah does not expressly show: 

connecting a plurality of jukebox devices to said content repository via a 

communications medium; and 
playing or displaying content via the device. 
Martin shows a system in which a series of computer jukeboxes (Figure 1, 13), which can 
play and display content (Figure 1, 127, 129, 131, and 125) are connected to a central server 
(Figure 1, 1 1) in order to acquire new musical recording data (Abstract). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the 
teachings of Bowman- Amuah to include the jukebox system of Martin, in order to create a 
jukebox system with better availability, better performance, and reduced network costs 
(Bowman-Amuah; Column 49, lines 60-65). 

As to claim 28, Bovraian-Amuah fiirther shows: 
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connecting a plurality of remote devices to the at least one local server (Users of 
mobile devices; Column 50, lines 1-3), 

said local server operating to selectively deliver content to said remote jukebox 
devices under control of the central repository (Column 52, lines 17-39). 
As to claim 29, Bowman- Amuah further shows: 

connecting a plurality of non-jukebox devices to said local server (Users of mobile 
devices; Column 50, lines 1-3), 

said local server arranged to operate as a central hub for managing said plurality of 
non-jukebox devices (Column 52, lines 40-53). 
As to claim 31, Bowman- Amuah further shows: 

compressing content residing on said central server, said jukebox devices and said 
local servers (Column 90, lines 25-37); 

encrypting content residing on said central server and said jukebox devices at a first 
level of encryption; and encrypting content residing on said local servers at a 
second level of encryption. (The encryption is based on the transfer. In the 
current system, there is the central server, the local server, and the devices. 
Therefore, the data is encrypted twice during the process. As currently described, 
the second is for the transfer between the local server and the device, where the 
first is between the central server and the device.; Column 90, lines 25-37) 
As to claim 35, Bowman-Amuah shows: 

A jukebox system comprising: 
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a central server containing a plurality of compressed content files (transaction 

database; Column 49, lines 49-65), 
said compressed content files being encrypted at a first encryption level (Column 90, 

lines 25-37); 

containing a plurality of compressed content files encrypted at said first encryption 

level (Column 90, lines 25-37); and 
a local server in communication with at least one of said plurality of jukebox devices, 
said local server being arranged to provide content to said jukebox device (replica 
database; Column 49, lines 49-65), 
wherein content residing on said local server is encrypted at a second level of 

encryption (Column 90, lines 25-37). 
(The encryption is based on the transfer. In the current system, there is the central 
server, the local server, and the device. Therefore, the data is encrypted twice 
during the process. As currently described, the first is for the transfer between the 
central server and the device, where the second is between the device and the 
local server.) 
Bowman- Amuah does not expressly show: 

a plurality of jukebox devices in communication with said central server for receiving 
content and updates from said central server 
Martin shows a system in which a series of computer jukeboxes (Figure 1, 13), which can 
play and display content (Figure 1, 127, 129, 131, and 125) are connected to a central server 
(Figure 1, 1 1) in order to acquire new musical recording data (Abstract). It would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the 
teachings of Bowman- Amuah to include the jukebox system of Martin, in order to create a 
jukebox system with better availability, better performance, and reduced network costs 
(Bowman-Amuah; Column 49, lines 60-65). 

As to claim 37, Bowman-Amuah further shows: 

decryption keys unique to each local server are communicated to a dedicated 
registered jukebox device. (Column 79, lines 22-48) 
As to claim 39, Bowman-Amuah shows: 

A method of operating a jukebox system comprising: 

providing a plurality of services and content at a central repository (transaction 

database; Column 49, lines 49-65), 
said central repository including compressed content files that are encrypted at a first 

level of encryption (Column 90, lines 25-37); 
said devices containing compressed content files that are encrypted at said first level 

of encryption (Column 90, lines 25-37); 
connecting a local server to at least one of said plurality of jukebox devices (replica 

database; Column 49, lines 49-65), 
said local server being in substantially close proximity to said jukebox device to 

which it is connected (benefits described are those of having a server in 

substantially close proximity; Column 49, lines 60-65), 
wherein content resident on said local server is encrypted with a second level of 

encryption (The encryption is based on the transfer. In the current system, there is 
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the central server, the local server, and the device. Therefore, the data is 
encrypted twice during the process. As currently described, the first is for the 
transfer between the central server and the device, where the second is between 
the device and the local server.; Column 90, lines 25-37); 
providing access to content stored on the local server to a user via the jukebox device 
(To allow collaboration, the document cannot be on a device "without constant 
network attachment." Therefore, it must reside on the local server.; Column 50, 
lines 1-5); 

downloading a user selection from the local server to the juk(Column 90, lines 25-37) 

ebox device based on user action (Column 50, lines 1-5); 
decrypting said user selection at said jukebox device (Cohimn 90, lines 25-37); 
Bowman-Amuah does not expressly show: 

connecting a plurality of jukebox devices to said content repository via a 

communications medium, and 
playing or displaying user selected content via the jukebox device. 
Martin shows a system in which a series of computer jukeboxes (Figure 1,13), which can 
play and display content (Figure 1, 127, 129, 131, and 125) are connected to a central server 
(Figure 1, 1 1) in order to acquire new musical recording data (Abstract). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the 
teachings of Bowman-Amuah to include the jukebox system of Martin, in order to create a 
jukebox system with better availability, better performance, and reduced network costs 
(Bowman-Amuah; Column 49, lines 60-65). 
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As to claim 41, Bowman- Amuah further shows: 

decryption keys unique to each local server are communicated to a dedicated 
registered jukebox device. (Column 79, lines 22-48) 
Claims 10 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bowman- Amuah in view of admitted prior art Martin. 

As to claim 10, Bowman- Amuah in view of Martin as applied to claim 1 shows all of the 
elements except: 

a collection of selected local servers are arranged to provide a network of distributed 
servers operating under the control of the central server via at least one jukebox 
device to provide content and/or services to other devices. 
As to claim 30, Bowman-Amuah in view of Martin as applied to claim 27 shows all of 
the elements except: 

connecting a collection of local servers to form a network of distributed servers 

operating under control of the central repository via at least one jukebox device to 
provide content to other devices. 
Both of these claims are merely directed toward adding more servers and distributing the 
functions. It too would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Bowman-Amuah to include the claimed server structure. It is the 
Examiner's position that absent evidence of new or unexpected results, it is not inventive in 
terms of patentability to take one or more servers (Si, S2, S3, . . . Sn) which perform one or more 
tasks (Ti, T2, T3, ... Tn) and add (or subtract) an additional nximber of servers (X) to perform all 
or part of the same tasks by allocating the tasks between the various servers (i.e. S\ and Sn+i 
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perform Ti; S2 and Sn+2 perform T2; S3 and Sn+3 perform T3; ... while Sn and Sn+x perform Tn). 
The prior art is replete with examples showing why such scaling (both increasing and decreasing 
the number of servers) is desirable.^ 

Li other words, a modification increasing the number of servers (e.g. having two servers 
perform a task previously performed by one server) is analogous to making functions, structures, 
or actions separable. It is the Examiner's position that when the difference between the claimed 
invention and the prior art is that the prior art does not disclosed an element as separable, as a 
matter of law, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to make the 
element separable. See MPEP §2144.04 V. C. and/n reDulberg, 289 F.2d 522, 523, 129 USPQ 
348, 349 (CCPA 1961). As noted above, it is desirable to allocate the server tasks to various 
servers to help reduce bandwidth bottlenecks and to help increase the benefits from economies of 
scale in addition to offering increased security, excellent data management, fast response, and 
room for expansion. 


^ See e.g. Watson (U.S. 6,223,209 Bl) disclosing distributed satellite world wide web servers 
containing identical information placed strategically throughout the Intemet so as to be close to 
all potential cHents to help reduce traffic bottlenecks; Midgely et. al. (U.S. 5,592,61 1 A) 
disclosing additional servers as a stand-in for a failed server so that client service requests are 
transparent to the user; Kriegsman (U.S. 6,370,580 B2) disclosing multiple servers as secondary 
web severs to optimize file transfers; Bums et. al. (U.S. 6,298,373 Bl) disclosing cache servers 
which download content during off-peak hours to reduce traffic bottlenecks; Joffe et. al. (U.S. 
6,185,619 Bl) which discloses decentralized servers; Stiles (U.S. 6,219,692 Bl) which discloses 
sending essentially identical tasks to multiple servers with differing processing loads to find the 
most preferred server provider; Zdepski et. al. (U.S. 5,825,884) disclosing an transactional server 
for TV networks; How Networks Work, Chapter 17 describing how sever based structures 
benefit fi-om economies of scale in addition to offering security, excellent data management, fast 
response, and room for expansion; and How the Internet Works, Chapter 44 implementing a 
server based architecture in Intemet e-commerce. 
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After carefiil review of the entire record, especially the specification, the Examiner finds 
that Applicants have not asserted any new or unexpected results regarding their hardware 
configuration (and the software running their hardware configuration) of their server system. 
Absent such new or unexpected results, such modifications either increasing or decreasing the 
number of servers or computers or even reassigning tasks to different server(s) or computers 
would have helped maintain benefits fi^om economies of scale in addition to offering increased 
security, excellent data management, fast response, and room for expansion while reducing both 
operating and capital costs. 

Claims 18, 26, 32-34, 36, and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bowman- Amuah and Martin as applied to claims 17, 25, 31, 35, and 39 above, 
and further in view of Dunning (7,024,485). 

As to claim 18, Bowman- Amuah and Martin as applied to claim 17 show everjrthing 

except: 

content residing on said local servers are missing a predetermined number of bytes, 
said missing bytes being stored in a respective jiikebox associated with a 
respective local server, said missing bytes being inserted into content received by 
a respective jukebox device from a respective local server. 
Dunning shows a jukebox (Figure 2, 103) that splits the content file (Figure 3A, 2714) 
and only keeps a portion of it (Figure 3 A, 2718). When the complete file is requested, the 
jukebox receives the other portion of the file (Figure 3C, 2734) and combines it with the part 
stored on the jukebox (Figure 3C, 2738). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to have fiirther modified the teachings of Bowman- Amuah to 
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include the divided storage of Dunning for reasons including, preventing a complete copy of the 
file from residing on the jukebox where it could be copied (Dunning, Column 6, lines 24-25) 
As to claim 26, Bowman- Amuah and Martin as applied to claim 25 show everything 

except: 


content residing on said local servers are missing a predetermined number of bytes, 
said missing bytes being stored in a respective jukebox associated with a 
respective local server, said missing bytes being inserted into content received by 
a respective jukebox device from a respective local server. 


Dunning shows a jukebox (Figure 2,^ 03) that spUts the content file (Figure 3 A, 2714) i 
and only keeps a portion of it (Figure 3 A, 2718). When the complete file is requested, the 
jukebox receives the other portion of the file (Figure 3C, 2734) and combines it with the part 
stored on the jukebox (Figure 3C, 2738). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to have further modified the teachings of Bowman- Amuah to 
include the divided storage of Dunning for reasons including, preventing a complete copy of the 
file from residing on the jukebox where it could be copied (Dunning, Column 6, lines 24-25) 

As to claims 32-34, Bowman- Amuah and Martin as applied to claim 31 show everything 

except: 


content residing on said local servers are missing a predetermined number of bytes, 
said missing bytes being stored on respective jukebox devices associated with 
respective local servers, the method further comprising: inserting missing bytes 
into content received by a respective jukebox from a respective local server; and 

said missing bytes are inserted before playing or displaying said content; or 
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said missing bytes are inserted in the content during play or display. 

Dunning shows a jukebox (Figure 2, 103) that splits the content file (Figure 3 A, 2714) 
and only keeps a portion of it (Figure 3 A, 271 8). When the complete file is requested, the 
jukebox receives the other portion of the file (Figure 3C, 2734) and combines it with the part 
stored on the jukebox (Figure 3C, 2738). This recombination can be done prior to or during 
playback (Column 6, lines 7-19). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have further modified the teachings of Bowman- Amuah to include 
the divided storage of Dunning for reasons including, preventing a complete copy of the file 
from residing on the Jukebox where it could be copied (Dunning, Column 6, lines 24-25) 

As to claim 36, Bowman-Amuah and Martin as applied to claim 35 show everything 

except: 

content files residing on said local server are missing a predetermined number of 
bytes, said missing bytes being stored in a respective jukebox associated with said 
local server, said missing bytes being inserted into a content file received by said 
respective jukebox device fi'om a respective local server. 
Dunning shows a jukebox (Figure 2, 103) that splits the content file (Figure 3 A, 2714) 
and only keeps a portion of it (Figure 3 A, 271 8). When the complete file is requested, the 
jukebox receives the other portion of the file (Figure 3C, 2734) and combines it with the part 
stored on the jukebox (Figure 3C, 2738). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to have further modified the teachings of Bowman-Amuah to 
include the divided storage of Dunning for reasons including, preventing a complete copy of the 
file from residing on the jukebox where it could be copied (Dunning, Colunm 6, lines 24-25), 
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As to claim 40, Bowman-Amuah and Martin as applied to claim 39 show everything 

except: 

encrypted content files residing on said local server are missing a predetermined 
number of bytes, said missing bytes being stored on a jukebox device associated 
with said local server, the method further comprising: inserting missing bytes into 
a content file received by the associated jukebox fi-om its local server. 
Dunning shows a jukebox (Figure 2, 103) that splits the content file (Figure 3 A, 2714) 
and only keeps a portion of it (Figure 3 A, 2718). When the complete file is requested, the 
jukebox receives the other portion of the file (Figure 3C, 2734) and combines it with the part 
stored on the jukebox (Figure 3C, 2738). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to have further modified the teachings of Bowman-Amuah to 
include the divided storage of Dunning for reasons including, preventing a complete copy of the 
file fi*om residing on the jukebox where it could be copied (Dunning, Column 6, lines 24-25) 

Claims 38 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bowman-Amuah and Martin as applied to claims 37 and 41 above, and fiirther in view of Raike 
(2002/0162104). 

Bowman-Amuah and Martin as applied to claims 37 and 41 show all of the elements of 
claims 38 and 42 except: 

decryption keys are stored in a volatile memory. 

Raike shows a system for encrypted media key management (Title), wherein the keys to 
the media servers are stored in volatile memory (Figure 1, 6). (Paragraph 0049) It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have fiirther 
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modified the teaching of Bowman- Amuah to include the storage of keys in volatile memory, as 
taught by Raike, for reasons including, making it more secure and preventing repeat use (Raike, 
Paragraph 0049). 

Conclusion 

In accordance with/w re Lee, 111 F.3d 1338, 1344-45, 61 USPQ2d 1430, 1434-35 (Fed. 
Cir. 2002), the Examiner finds that the references How Networks Work , Millennium Ed. by 
Frank J. Derfler et. al. and How the Intemet Works, Millennium Ed. by Preston Gralla are 
additional evidence of what is basic knowledge or common sense to one of ordinary skill in this 
art. Each reference is cited in its entirety. Moreover, because these two references are directed 
towards beginners (see e.g. "User Level Beginning . . ."), because of the references' basic 
content (which is self-evident upon review of the references), and after further review of the 
entire apphcation and all the art now of record in conjunction with the factors as discussed in 
MPEP §2141.03 (where practical), the Examiner finds that these two references are primarily 
directed towards those of low skill in this art. Because these two references are directed towards 
those of low skill in this art, the Examiner finds that one of ordinary skill in this art must — at the 
very least — ^be aware of and understand the knowledge and information contained within these 
two references. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi:'om the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua Murdough whose telephone number is (571) 270-3270. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 7:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Fischer can be reached on (571) 272-6779. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct,uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
infomiation system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 

Joshua Murdough 
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